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NOTES OF CASES. 



Banks and Banking — Inspection — Police Power. — In Bank of Ox- 
ford v. Love, in the Supreme Court of Mississippi (Tune, 1916, 72 
So. 133), it was held that the State Banking Act of 1914 of Missis- 
sippi (Laws 1914, chap. 124), providing for the examination of banks 
and their liquidation in case of insolvency, or if they shall be doing 
business on less than the minimum capital allowed, etc., is an ex- 
ercise of the police power and applies to a bank chartered by prior 
special act declaring that its business shall be confided to and con- 
trolled by the stockholders under such rules of law and require- 
ments as the company may see fit to adopt, provided the same be 
not in conflict with the State and Federal Constitutions, as by char- 
tering the bank the Legislature could not waive its right to exer- 
cise its police power. 



Sharing of Official Salary under Business Partnership Agreement. 

— In Shinn v. Shinn, in the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Vir- 
ginia (March, 1916, 88 S. E. 610), it appeared that R. P. Shinn and 
his brother, J. O. Shinn, owned a farm jointly, and for many years 
were partners, dividing equally the profits of their business. R. P. 
Shinn was elected sheriff of his county, and by an agreement be- 
tween them J. O. Shinn was to continue the farming business and 
R. P. Shinn was to act as sheriff (J. O. Shinn having no connection 
with the office of sheriff). All the expenses of the office, including 
election expenses, were to be paid from their partnership funds, and 
the profits arising from the office, together with the profits arising 
from the farm, were to be placed in a common fund and divided 
equally between them. It was held that this was not an illegal con- 
tract on general principles, nor a violation of a provision of the West 
Virginia Code prohibiting the sale or letting to farm of a public 
office. Although the discussion on this point is not very full, and 
no authorities are cited, the decision is of considerable interest, be- 
cause in the last preceding decision to our knowledge in a court of 
last resort on a substantially similar question the contrary view 
was taken (Anderson .v Branstrom, in the Supreme Court of Mich- 
igan, 1912, 139 N. W. 40). The West Virginia court reasons the mat- 
ter as follows: 

"Under the contract the plaintiff did not sell or let to farm, either 
in whole or in part, the office. The defendant did not become sheriff 
or deputy. He acquired no official position. The- arrangement, so 
far as the court can see, was a perfectly legal one. The brothers 
owned a farm jointly. They had long been partners. One of them 
was elected sheriff. The other continued the farming business. 
They agreed that the profits of all the business, including the sher- 



